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Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
BARLETTA) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 375.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I object to the vote on the ground
that a quorum is not present and make
the point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

———

FAIRNESS FOR BREASTFEEDING
MOTHERS ACT OF 2017

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1174) to provide a lactation room
in public buildings, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1174

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Fairness For
Breastfeeding Mothers Act of 2017"’.

SEC. 2. LACTATION ROOM IN PUBLIC BUILDINGS.

(a) LACTATION ROOM IN PUBLIC BUILDINGS.—
Chapter 33 of title 40, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
new section:

“§3318. Lactation room in public buildings

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) APPROPRIATE AUTHORITY.—The term
‘appropriate authority’ means the head of a
Federal agency, the Architect of the Capitol,
or other official authority responsible for the
operation of a public building.

‘“(2) COVERED PUBLIC BUILDING.—The term
‘covered public building’ means a public
building (as defined in section 3301) that is
open to the public and contains a public rest-
room, and includes a building listed in sec-
tion 6301 or 5101.

“(3) LACTATION ROOM.—The term ‘lactation
room’ means a hygienic place, other than a
bathroom, that—

“‘(A) is shielded from view;

‘(B) is free from intrusion; and

‘(C) contains a chair, a working surface,
and, if the public building is otherwise sup-
plied with electricity, an electrical outlet.

“(b) LACTATION ROOM REQUIRED.—Except
as provided in subsection (c), the appropriate
authority of a covered public building shall
ensure that the building contains a lactation
room that is made available for use by mem-
bers of the public to express breast milk.

‘‘(c) EXCEPTIONS.—A covered public build-
ing may be excluded from the requirement in
subsection (b) at the discretion of the appro-
priate authority if—

‘(1) the public building—

‘“(A) does not contain a lactation room for
employees who work in the building; and

‘(B) does not have a room that could be
repurposed as a lactation room or a space
that could be made private using portable
materials, at a reasonable cost; or
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‘(2) new construction would be required to
create a lactation room in the public build-
ing and the cost of such construction is
unfeasible.

“(d) NO UNAUTHORIZED ENTRY.—Nothing in
this section shall be construed to authorize
an individual to enter a public building or
portion thereof that the individual is not
otherwise authorized to enter.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 33 of
title 40, United States Code, is amended by
inserting after the item related to section
3316 the following new item:

¢¢3318. Lactation room in public buildings.”’.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall take effect one
year after the date of the enactment of this
Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. BARLETTA) and the
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 1174,
as amended.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate my col-
leagues for their work on bringing this
bill to the floor today.

H.R. 1174 is a straightforward bill
that would make nursing rooms avail-
able to new mothers in public build-
ings. The bill would apply to buildings
already open to the public and which
already have nursing rooms for em-
ployees. The requirements would not
apply if existing space cannot feasibly
be repurposed.

This is a good bill that will make the
lives of nursing mothers easier and will
improve the accessibility of public
buildings.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support for this
legislation, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in support of H.R. 1174, the
Fairness for Breastfeeding Mothers Act
of 2017, introduced by my good friend,
ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON. I am pleased
to be an original cosponsor of this leg-
islation.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as she
may consume to the gentlewoman from
the District of Columbia (Ms. NORTON).

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my good friend from Georgia for yield-
ing. I certainly thank him for being a
cosponsor of my bill.

I should start, however, by thanking
Chairman SHUSTER, and Ranking Mem-
ber DEFAZIO, who have moved this bill
so quickly.

The bill is called the Fairness for
Breastfeeding Mothers Act of 2017. This
is a real motherhood bill. Mr. DEFAZIO,
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Mr. JOHNSON, and BARBARA COMSTOCK
have all joined me as cosponsors.

H.R. 1174 requires locations that are
either federally owned or leased to pro-
vide designated private and hygenic
lactation space for nursing mothers. As
I will indicate, no new space in build-
ings or expenditures is contemplated.

Last Congress, I offered this bill as
an amendment to the Public Buildings
Reform and Savings Act of 2016, and I
was pleased to have it pass the House.

Space for lactating women is already
required for Federal employees. We are
really not talking about a new kind of
benefit. Certainly, there is no new
money. The reason that this is not new
is because Federal employees already
have lactating space under the Afford-
able Care Act.

So I have to ask my good friends on
the other side: As you try to repeal the
Affordable Care Act, do you propose to
erase this motherhood provision as
well? Will you preserve it?
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My bill extends the lactating space
requirement to include not just em-
ployees, but visitors and guests of Fed-
eral facilities across the Nation. H.R.
1174 also does not require additional
Federal funds or space to be mandated
at all. Since Federal employees already
have this space, I look forward to visi-
tors to Federal buildings also making
use of this space. In our country, new
mothers often come to visit Federal
buildings, not only those who work in
Federal buildings.

The reason this is such an important
bill is that the benefits of breast milk
are so well documented: antibodies and
hormones that boost babies’ immune
systems, lower risks of asthma, diabe-
tes, respiratory infections, and other
diseases among breastfed babies.

There are benefits also for nursing
mothers. Research has shown that
there are lower risks of diabetes and
even cancer as a result of
breastfeeding. Speaking of mother-
hood, the Republican healthcare plan
would even make maternity care sig-
nificantly more expensive.

Now, this, of course, is a bill that is
very easy to support, but when we
think of its links to other important
legislation, I ask that there be sincere
consideration given to whether or not
at this moment in time my good
friends across the aisle want their leg-
acy to be: We actually repealed your
health care.

I don’t think they are going to be
able to do it.

My Republican friends have no expe-
rience with structural reform. If you
look at all the structural reform in our
country, beginning with the New Deal,
none of it was done by Republicans.
Whether you are talking about the ad-
ministrative agencies that are so im-
portant to all that we do in this coun-
try, Medicare, Medicaid, the Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education Act,
whatever you have in mind, these are
structural reforms that Republicans
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have, if anything, opposed, as they op-
posed Social Security, for example.

So here what they are trying to do is
to unravel, take away health care, and
then put something in its place. They
have no experience doing anything like
it. Anybody who has looked closely at
it has to doubt, as I do, that they can
do it.

Look what they will be doing. In my
own district, the District of Columbia,
we have cut in half the rate of unin-
sured.

Are Republicans going to give me a
guarantee that that cut will remain if
they replace the bill with the markup
that is going on as we speak?

Ninety-six percent of District of Co-
lumbia residents have health coverage
today. That is comparable to other ad-
vanced countries in the world. As we
know, most countries in the world al-
ready afford this kind of coverage.
That makes the District, according to
whoever is doing the counting, number
one, number two, or number three in
the Nation in health care provided to
our residents. I am very proud of that.
I am going to fight like mad to keep it.

Mr. Speaker, many of us had
healthcare townhalls over the recess.
We saw what happened at the town-
halls on affordable care that my good
friends on the other side also had. They
met a revolution from their own con-
stituents. We didn’t have that problem
in our townhalls. Some of the stories
that residents brought forward are
truly heartbreaking, so I want to leave
you with one.

A woman who came to testify at my
healthcare townhall, her name is
Markita. Markita’s grandmother was a
D.C. Public Schools cafeteria worker
for most of her career. She retired
early. She retired before she had Social
Security or Medicare. She was suf-
fering from diabetes and a stroke, but
she was so prideful that she never let
anyone know that she had to slice her
pills in half just to get by. Now she is
under the protection of the Affordable
Care Act. Markita’s grandmother is
healthier and can afford her medica-
tion. She is no longer splitting her pills
in half.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
4 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Virginia (Mrs. COMSTOCK).

Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to support H.R. 1174, the Fairness for
Breastfeeding Mothers Act. I thank my
colleague for introducing it. It was
unanimously supported—thank you,
Mr. Chairman—in committee and in
full committee. As expected, it is going
through because people understand this
is a commonsense bill, so I am happy
to support this once again.

I know you were discussing H.R. 375
earlier. I did want to return to the bill
to designate the Federal building and
courthouse in Nashville, Tennessee, to
my good friend, Fred D. Thompson.
That building will now be named after
him appropriately.

Fred Thompson was a larger-than-life
character, a true patriot, and a great
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wit who believed in and lived the
American Dream in starring roles on
stage, screen, and national politics. He
served as a Senator for 8 years, and
then later he ran for President. Origi-
nally he was here in Congress serving
as a counsel where, of course, we had
that famous line: “What did the Presi-
dent know, and when did he know it?”
That was a line that he was well known
for.

What he was also often not given
credit for was what a profoundly good
lawyer he was. He had come to the at-
tention of people in Tennessee by
LAMAR ALEXANDER when Howard Baker
came and asked now-Senator LAMAR
ALEXANDER to take a role in the Water-
gate hearings, he said: No; you want to
have Fred Thompson there. He asked
his friend Fred Thompson to come and
serve in that role.

Fred then became an actor because
when they went to write a movie about
a woman who had been dealing with
corruption in Tennessee politics, and
Fred had been her Ilawyer, they
couldn’t find someone to play Fred,
and they came and asked him: Could
you play yourself? He said: Well, 1
guess I could. That is how he became a
character actor and a larger-than-life
character there. Some of his famous
lines there: ‘‘Stack ‘em, pack ‘em, and
rack ‘em.” In ‘“Die Hard” I believe that
one was.

In movies, he starred with Paul New-
man, Tom Cruise, Clint Eastwood,
Gene Hackman, Robert Duvall, Bruce
Willis, Sissy Spacek, and so many oth-
ers. After he came here to the Senate,
he humorously said: ‘I often long for
the realism and sincerity of Holly-
wood.” So this is somebody who took
his job very seriously but never took
himself seriously and continued to
have that great wit.

My husband and I were very privi-
leged to know him and learn from him
and spend many a good day and de-
lightful time and evening with him and
his wife, Jeri, his family, his children,
and his many friends and admirers. We
are so grateful for and appreciate his
celebrated service and justly cele-
brated service to our country. This
building will be a great memorial in a
State that still very much reveres him.

I was privileged to be able to attend
his service where hundreds and hun-
dreds of people from Tennessee came to
honor him, from country singers to
people who stood by the side of the
road as we drove to his funeral service,
saluting him and thanking him for his
service. This is somebody who in to-
day’s politics is sorely missed by all of
us, and certainly most by his many
friends, his family, and his scores of
fans. God bless the Honorable Fred
Thompson.

I thank you, Mr. Chairman, for this
opportunity to be able to have this
building now be a legacy to his great
service and being a great attorney and
lawyer for this country.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

H1551

What happened 43, 44 years ago dur-
ing the Watergate hearings with that
seminal question that everyone Kkeeps
asking, “What did the President know,
and when did he know it?”’ and in the
words of Yogi Berra: “It’s deja vu all
over again.”

People are asking that question
today, and it rings more loudly today
than it did back then in 1973, 1974,
“What did the President know, and
when did he know it?”’ about a lot of
issues.

But this issue of the Affordable Care
Act and whether or not you are going
to repeal it and replace it with some-
thing better or you are going to repeal
and replace it with something worse,
what did the President know, and when
did he know it?

Because it is clear now to everybody
who has had the opportunity to look at
this offering that the Republicans have
put forward, you are going to be worse
off today than you were when the Af-
fordable Care Act was implemented be-
cause 20 million of the 30 million peo-
ple who are on coverage now will be off
coverage if this thing passes.

This Fairness for Breastfeeding
Mothers Act of 2017, which was intro-
duced by my colleague and friend, Con-
gresswoman NORTON, which I am so
pleased to be a cosponsor of, is a bill
from a mother herself who knows the
needs of other mothers. This is bipar-
tisan. I am so happy that this bill is
passing today, but I will tell you, I
can’t help but think of the 20 million
people who are going to lose their cov-
erage. A lot of those people are women
and children, even some babies. They
are going to lose coverage because the
Republicans are Kkicking them off
under their plan. They will be a
healthy part of that 20 million people
who lose their coverage. It is unfair. It
is not right. It is un-American.

Mr. Speaker, how much time is re-
maining on my side?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia has 8% minutes
remaining.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. SANFORD).

Mr. SANFORD. I thank the chairman
for yielding to me.

Mr. Speaker, I rise with the greatest
respect for my colleague from the Dis-
trict of Columbia and her passion on
this subject and the bill that she has
introduced. I rise with equal respect for
my colleague, Chairman BARLETTA,
and the way in which he has walked
this bill through the process, but I am
going to oppose this bill. I am going to
do so on the basis of process. I thought
it important to explain why, given, I
think, the amount of energy that has
gone into the bill and the fact that I
wasn’t able to voice a vote against it
when it was voice voted at the com-
mittee level.

I do so because I think that blank
checks rarely work out well for the
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taxpayer. In fairness to the bill, it is
not a blank check. The bill is actually
prescribed in three different ways—the
way in which it will impact Federal
buildings. My problem, though, is on
methodology in that the General Serv-
ices Administration that ultimately
gave the numbers to the CBO on which
they base their score did not get in
final form how many Federal buildings
we are talking about. I think that
leaves, therefore, something of an open
end as to what this bill will ultimately
cost; and that then goes to impact the

very children for whom the
breastfeeding will take place.
O 1800

A child born in America today is
going to inherit a giant liability from
the Federal Government in terms of
the cost of our Federal Government.
By accountants from both the left and
the right, they have said what we have
in place is not sustainable. Therefore, 1
think it is very important, from a proc-
ess standpoint, that we look at a final
form number on any of these bills that
we throw out and we prescribe, regard-
less of, again, how well-meaning they
are and how measured they are, which
is certainly the case with this bill.

I wanted to stand to give a quick ex-
planation. I thank the gentleman for
the time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, the gentleman from South Carolina
(Mr. SANFORD), my friend, opposes the
bill because the CBO scoring process,
which came up with a no-cost estimate
for this bill, the contention is that that
CBO study was insufficient. Well, I am
sure that my colleague and friend from
South Carolina will agree with me that
with no CBO scoring for this congres-
sional Republican healthcare repeal
bill that they have put forward, then
we are certainly not in a position to
proceed further with a fast-track legis-
lating process, as this bill seems to be
on. They are going to mark it up with
no hearings.

When we were dealing with the Af-
fordable Care Act, we held 79 hearings
over 2 years, heard from 181 witnesses
from both sides of the aisle, and posted
the bill online for 30 days. The CBO
scoring actually showed that this bill
was going to save money, as opposed to
cost.

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleague from
South Carolina to be in opposition to
his own party’s healthcare repeal bill.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
kind gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. KENNEDY), my friend.

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank my colleague for his work on
this.

Mr. Speaker, after weeks of empty
promises that he had a secret plan to
insure every American at lower costs
with higher quality care, President
Trump is now standing behind a House
GOP repeal plan that was introduced
last night that fails every single one of
those promises. Based on estimates
that we have seen so far, millions of
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Americans stand to lose coverage, out-
of-pocket costs will skyrocket, and the
quality of care will plummet.

But today, hours after that bill was
introduced, Mr. Speaker, our President
referenced a to-be-announced second
and third phase of his healthcare roll-
out that Secretary Price referred to as
“‘a work in progress,” once again in-
jecting our healthcare system with
crippling uncertainty that is hurting
our patients, hospitals, behavioral
health providers, and local economies.

If you are so proud of this bill, why
has it been locked in dark rooms? Why
not have an open debate? What are we
so afraid of to have a debate on this
floor?

That is why I urge my colleagues,
Democrats and Republicans alike, to
support my resolution of inquiry to-
morrow, to try to make sure that the
details that have been discussed by this
White House and by the Republicans
behind closed doors are open for Amer-
ica to understand before we cram a
healthcare overhaul down our throats.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I was looking at my congressional
calendar, and I noticed that this year
we are working in Washington, D.C.,
more than we have under the past 5
years of the rein of the Republicans.
We have been the most do-nothingest
Congresses on record for many years,
and so this year we will be working.
But I am baffled as to whether or not it
is because the Republicans don’t want
to go home and face their constituents
in a townhall meeting about the Af-
fordable Care Act repeal bill that they
have filed. We will be here in session
now for another 4 weeks before the
public has a chance to hear from their
Representative when they return home
for an extended time. But on the flip
side, that gives everybody time to pre-
pare for those upcoming townhall
meetings which need to be held to ex-
plain what they are trying to do to the
American people.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY), my friend.

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Last Thursday, I was wandering the
Capitol searching for the Republican’s
secret repeal bill. We went from room
to room, and it wasn’t there. But now
that I have seen it, I understand why
they would want to hide it.

Even if we can all agree that we need
to make health care more affordable
and more accessible, this bill is not the
solution. In fact, this bill will only
make things worse.

The Republican repeal bill gives tax
breaks to the rich. We are talking
about over $600 billion overall, while
taking away health coverage from mil-
lions of Americans. The Republican re-
peal bill will drastically increase the
cost of health insurance for millions of
Americans, with the biggest increase
for seniors and for working families.
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It would radically change the Med-
icaid program, slashing funding, and
covering fewer people.

The Republican repeal bill will force
Governors and State legislators to ra-
tion care. My Republican Governor
weighed in now and said that it would
be trouble for Illinois if Medicaid is cut
back.

Who do they want to cut out? Chil-
dren, the elderly, people with disabil-
ities. Thousands of hardworking indi-
viduals in Illinois will lose access to
health coverage. As I said, in fact, Re-
publican Governor Bruce Rauner said
that our State ‘“won’t do very well” if
the Republican repeal bill becomes law.

The Republican repeal bill breaks the
promise made by President Trump to
cover more Americans at lower cost.

I oppose this bill. I am going to fight
tooth and nail to protect our care. And,
frankly, I think this bill, as my mother
would say, is deader than a door nail.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield an additional 1 minute to the
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON).

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I wanted
to correct the gentleman from South
Carolina (Mr. SANFORD), who opined
that this bill was not scored correctly.

We are talking about space already
designated for Federal employees. The
intent of the bill, and I am the author
of the bill, which could never have got-
ten through committee if it involved
the expenditure of funds. Yes, some-
times these lactation rooms will be
dedicated to lactation, but that doesn’t
mean they are exclusively designated
to lactation.

And the whole notion that some Fed-
eral buildings don’t have such space
means they are in violation of the Af-
fordable Care Act, which requires that
they have such space, even if it is not
space that is exclusively used for the
few women who are lactating or nurs-
ing.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I have one more point that I needed
to make about this abolition, this abol-
ishment of the Affordable Care Act
plan that has been submitted. A foun-
dation of their plan is the demise of the
individual mandate that requires peo-
ple to purchase insurance, so they are
claiming that that is a matter of free-
dom.

Well, the fact is that when everyone
is required to have insurance, it re-
duces the cost for everyone else. So it
was a cost-saving measure that has
worked with the rise in premiums
being at the lowest level in decades.
The affordable care has worked to cut
the cost of health care.

But what they are doing when they
abolish that individual mandate is they
are also going to penalize people who
decide to drop their coverage and pick
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it up later. Or if you miss one payment
because you missed work, missed a
paycheck or something like that, you
missed 1 month and have to reinstate,
then you are going to pay a 30 percent
penalty on your insurance. That is
highway robbery.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
BARLETTA) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1174, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION TRAN-
SITION AUTHORIZATION ACT OF
2017

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill (S.
442) to authorize the programs of the
National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 442

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘“‘National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
istration Transition Authorization Act of
2017,

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
Sec. 2. Definitions.
TITLE I-AUTHORIZATION OF
APPROPRIATIONS
Sec. 101. Fiscal year 2017.
TITLE II—SUSTAINING NATIONAL SPACE
COMMITMENTS
Sec. 201. Sense of Congress on sustaining na-
tional space commitments.
Sec. 202. Findings.
TITLE III—MAXIMIZING UTILIZATION OF
THE ISS AND LOW-EARTH ORBIT
. Operation of the ISS.
. Transportation to ISS.
. ISS transition plan.
. Space communications.
. Indemnification; NASA launch
services and reentry services.
TITLE IV—ADVANCING HUMAN DEEP
SPACE EXPLORATION
Subtitle A—Human Space Flight and
Exploration Goals and Objectives
411. Human space flight and exploration
long-term goals.
Key objectives.
Vision for space exploration.
Stepping stone approach to explo-
ration.
Update of exploration plan and pro-
grams.
Sec. 416. Repeals.
Sec. 417. Assured access to space.
Subtitle B—Assuring Core Capabilities for
Exploration
Sec. 421. Space Launch System, Orion, and
Exploration Ground Systems.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

412.
413.
414.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 415.
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Subtitle C—Journey to Mars

431. Findings on human space explo-
ration.

432. Human exploration roadmap.

433. Advanced space suit capability.

434. Asteroid robotic redirect mission.

435. Mars 2033 report.

Subtitle D—TREAT Astronauts Act

441. Short title.

442. Findings; sense of Congress.

443. Medical monitoring and research
relating to human space flight.

TITLE V—ADVANCING SPACE SCIENCE

Sec. 501. Maintaining a balanced space
science portfolio.

Planetary science.

James Webb Space Telescope.

Wide-Field Infrared Survey Tele-
scope.

Mars 2020 rover.

Europa.

Congressional declaration of policy
and purpose.

Extrasolar planet
strategy.

Astrobiology strategy.

Astrobiology public-private part-
nerships.

Near-Earth objects.

Near-Earth objects public-private
partnerships.

Assessment of science mission ex-
tensions.

Stratospheric observatory for in-
frared astronomy.

Radioisotope power systems.

Assessment of Mars architecture.

Collaboration.

TITLE VI—AERONAUTICS

Sense of Congress on aeronautics.

Transformative aeronautics re-
search.

Hypersonic research.

604. Supersonic research.

605. Rotorcraft research.

TITLE VII—SPACE TECHNOLOGY

Sec. 701. Space technology infusion.
Sec. 702. Space technology program.

TITLE VIII—MAXIMIZING EFFICIENCY

Subtitle A—Agency Information Technology
and Cybersecurity

Sec. 811. Information technology govern-
ance.

Information technology strategic
plan.

Cybersecurity.

Security management of foreign
national access.

Sec. 815. Cybersecurity of web applications.

Subtitle B—Collaboration Among Mission
Directorates and Other Matters

Sec. 821. Collaboration among mission direc-
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Sec. 812.

813.
814.

Sec.
Sec.

torates.

Sec. 822. NASA launch capabilities collabo-
ration.

Sec. 823. Detection and avoidance of coun-
terfeit parts.

Sec. 824. Education and outreach.

Sec. 825. Leveraging commercial satellite
servicing capabilities across
mission directorates.

Sec. 826. Flight opportunities.

Sec. 827. Sense of Congress on small class
launch missions.

Sec. 828. Baseline and cost controls.

Sec. 829. Commercial technology transfer
program.

Sec. 830. Avoiding organizational conflicts
of interest in major administra-
tion acquisition programs.

Sec. 831. Protection of Apollo landing sites.

Sec. 832. NASA lease of non-excess property.

Sec. 833. Termination liability.

Sec. 834. Independent reviews.

H1553

NASA Advisory Council.

Cost estimation.

Facilities and infrastructure.

Human space flight accident inves-
tigations.

Orbital debris.

Review of orbital debris removal
concepts.

Sec. 841. Space Act Agreements.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) ADMINISTRATION.—The term ‘‘Adminis-
tration”” means the National Aeronautics
and Space Administration.

(2) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-
trator’” means the Administrator of the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion.

(3) APPROPRIATE COMMITTEES OF CON-
GRESS.—The term ‘‘appropriate committees
of Congress’ means—

(A) the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation of the Senate; and

(B) the Committee on Science, Space, and
Technology of the House of Representatives.

(4) CIS-LUNAR SPACE.—The term ‘‘cis-lunar
space’” means the region of space from the
Earth out to and including the region around
the surface of the Moon.

(5) DEEP SPACE.—The term ‘‘deep space’’
means the region of space beyond low-Earth
orbit, to include cis-lunar space.

(6) GOVERNMENT ASTRONAUT.—The term
“‘government astronaut’’ has the meaning
given the term in section 50902 of title 51,
United States Code.

(7) ISS.—The term “‘ISS” means the Inter-
national Space Station.

(8) ISS MANAGEMENT ENTITY.—The term
“ISS management entity’’ means the organi-
zation with which the Administrator has a
cooperative agreement under section 504(a)
of the National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration Authorization Act of 2010 (42
U.S.C. 18354(a)).

(9) NASA.—The term ‘“NASA” means the
National Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion.

(10) ORION.—The term ‘‘Orion’’ means the
multipurpose crew vehicle described under
section 303 of the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration Authorization Act of
2010 (42 U.S.C. 18323).

(11) SPACE LAUNCH SYSTEM.—The term
“Space Launch System’ has the meaning
given the term in section 3 of the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration Au-
thorization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 18302).

(12) UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT ASTRO-
NAUT.—The term ‘“‘United States government
astronaut’” has the meaning given the term
“government astronaut’ in section 50902 of
title 51, United States Code, except it does
not include an individual who is an inter-
national partner astronaut.

TITLE I—AUTHORIZATION OF
APPROPRIATIONS
SEC. 101. FISCAL YEAR 2017.

There are authorized to be appropriated to
NASA for fiscal year 2017, $19,508,000,000, as
follows:

(1) For Exploration, $4,330,000,000.

(2) For Space Operations, $5,023,000,000.

(3) For Science, $5,500,000,000.

(4) For Aeronautics, $640,000,000.

(5) For Space Technology, $686,000,000.

(6) For Education, $115,000,000.

(7T) For Safety, Security, and Mission Serv-
ices, $2,788,600,000.

(8) For Construction and Environmental
Compliance and Restoration, $388,000,000.

(9) For Inspector General, $37,400,000.
TITLE II—SUSTAINING NATIONAL SPACE
COMMITMENTS
SEC. 201. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON SUSTAINING

NATIONAL SPACE COMMITMENTS.

It is the sense of Congress that—
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